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--ooOoo--
3 CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: I think it's past 10:00. I want to 
4 state that this is not in the statement that I'm going to read. 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
The fact that there are not too many Members here does not 
indicate anything at all. This is an interim hearing, and one 
I person can hold a hearing to that effect. 
So, today's hearing is on a problem that is small in 
some ways, but very large in others. I'm referring to disability 
retirement in the Judges' Retirement System. The problem with 
judges' disability is small because not many judges are on the 
disability rolls, and only about 10 judges per year are granted 
13 disability retirement. The problem is also large because of the 
14 nature of the injuries behind some of the disability retirements. 
15 Recent newspaper articles imply that some of the judges now 
receiving a disability allowance may not be deserving of such a 
generous lifelong benefit at the taxpayers' expense. 
18 The purpose of this hearing is to find out how it is 
19 determined that a judge is too sick to continue on the bench. 
Legislature has provided that the Commission on Judicial 
21 Performance is the appropriate body to decide if a judge is 
22 disabled. This means that the Commission is put the posit 
23 of, quote, "holding the purse strings", unquote, to a very 
24 expensive public pension benefit. 
25 I would like to know if there are problems with the 
26 current statutes that allow judges who aren't truly disabled to 
27 receive this generous benefit. Are there sections of the law 
28 
' i 
2 
are too broad or too ? We're ask the witnesses for 
legis changes to be 
I would like to know if the 
is sability determination. This Committee is interested 
how many of the applications for disability are by 
are c not le to out ir dut s, or 
s who have had heart or med 
, quote, "an open and shut case" 
For ones, fficult di 
the Commission. 
1 
which require the Commission to closely examine 
judge's claimed ailment, what is the process that 
uses to make this decision, and does the 
have the resources it to perform dut s? 
I've ta toPERS, seems sa to say the 
s ci 
correct; average j 's disability retirement costs 
over $1 mill considering disability payments 
the judge and his or her beneficiar in their 
s. 
Now, I want to state very c ly that if the Commission 
not has the resources to the medical or legal 
needs on questionable sabil cases, please would 
for the record. I am sure wou cost the 
a less than $1 11 case to provide the 
with any medical or 1 expertise need to properly 
eva each disabil appl tion. 
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I 
II 
)I 
II 
3 
Our ss is Conrad from 
' Ret PERS s the state agency that 
sters the Judges' Retirement System, and I will at this 
'I 
!1 time call on Chuck, wherever you are. 
II 
11 
II 
II 
I ,,
II II 
MR. CONRAD: Senator Deddeh, good morning. Thank you 
much. 
I'm Chuck Conrad. I'm the Assistant Executive Officer 
II ,, . 
II Wl th PERS. 
" 
II II I'd like to take this opportunity to thank you for 
il inviting us here today. I'd like to make just a couple of brief 
/!introductory remarks. 
1: 
!I 
" I! 
II ji ,, 
II II 
With me also is Barry Hacker, our Legislative 
sentative, and Terry Kagiyama, the Manager of the Judges' 
'! li Retirement System in PERS. 
li 
li The PERS of Administration's concerns are a bit i' 
Ji broader than those that you mentioned I, 
s morning. I'd like to 
I' 1icongratulate you, Senator, on your efforts with Senate Bill 838, 
n ,, 
i[ and the Consultant to this Committee, David Felderstein in his 
\i 
ii 
11 personal efforts. 
,, 
ii 
11 I! 
Our concerns bas ly are that the California Judges' 
Ret System is now a trust fund 17 of 
Constitution, along with PERS the state ret 
systems. And those funds are therefore he in trust exclusively 
for the benefit of the members and beneficiaries. And that trust 
s, there , a fiduciary responsibility on someone's part. 
Our Board is concerned as to who bears that 
responsibility with respect to the Judges' fund. We have 
5 
6 
I 
II 
I' J 
4 
Ian f, who is probably the nat 's preeminent 
of f i standards, who was the first D of the 
rtment of Labor's ERISA division. has advised our 
re to their personal several li 1 c=ts II 
IJtrustees of the Public Employees' Retirement Fund, the 
11 slators' Retirement Fund, the Volunteers System and 
I 
II 
I 
II II 
II II 
! 
tern, but we have one additional concern with the 
s' System, and that is first that the system does not have 
we would consider to a schedule. In 
our de , it's not a retirement tern because a 
tern involves an actuarial funding schedule, and the 
Retirement System is essentially an intergenerational 
transfer mechanism. That is, funds are taken directly 
paid to beneficiar s today. 
Second , our Board no over the contribution 
I 
II Those are set by statute, both the judges', I) rates to be charged. 
II state's a filing 
II 
11 q II 
II d 
II 
li II 
il 
" II 
II 
II 
s. So, we no control over 
funding policy or the contribution flow. 
's no investment to speak of because there is no 
stment fund. So, one of the major components of any 
mechanism is gone. 
last , we no c over issue of 
ii sab li determinations. 's made by the Commission on 
II ,Jud 
II 
II e 
II 
I 
1 Per 
The PERS Board has sponsored a number of lls in an 
ss the issue of funding. Unfortunately for many to 
, to increase funding for the Judges' tern, as you are 
I 
II 
5 
1 aware, Senator, s cuts as 
2 f. Even 838 d some members of 
some sta members sn't go 
4 enough in what they consider to be reforms of the judicial 
5 system. 
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16 
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23 
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25 
26 
27 
28 
Our concern simply the system be placed at 
I 
I some point on some kind of a funding schedule. A.nd our Board 
jwill be considering legislation simply to give the slature a 
I 
!number of options. We probably 11 sponsor a bill that will 
,I provide for normal cost funding just to keep unfunded 
llliability from getting any larger than it currently is, perhaps 
II 
II o an option to retire over some very long and extended 
lj 
11 period, 60 or 70 years, and then provide the option which we 
Ji 
!I prefer, which is over some shorter and more prudent 
il period, perhaps 30 or 40 
li il We don't suspect that there's enough political support 
11 
I 
',\for that bill, but we'd at least like to get it on the record 
li 
'i that we've made one last effort to try to prudently fund the 
II il system. 
il If the Legis the people involved, the interest 
i! 
:1 , are not interested funding the system, I believe our 
11 
11 Board will seek from s some redress in terms of s 
II 
/!administrative role. Frankly, we'd like to see this system 
il aced someplace else. If it's not going to be funded, we're not 
II 
I
ll to have some control over it, we'd just as soon see it 
\placed somewhere else. We have absolutely no interest in 
II I· 
!!continuing any further, and we don't care, frankly, where the ji ' 
,I 
11 system is placed in terms of an administrative role. 
:I 
il L jl 
II 
1 
1 
we 
0 
mention as a corollary 
our fiduc res pons 
to permit our to 
ct last year 
us wit.h limited coverage, $25 
iary responsibil 
cost us $220,000, which now in 
State Teachers' is 
seems to have been a 
a 
to 
1 
mill 
we were 
, so we sought 
PERS that 
6 
our Board members. That 
considering 
to and some other 
We've already been informed by underwriters for that 
that they will not renew. We've already been formed by 
major insurance groups that will not renew either 
coverage or the State Teachers' System for any price, 
P..nd you've 
coverage and the problems 
sn't seem to any dif 
I thi we 11, therefore, 
of stories recent 
ing all publ 
retirement 
approaching 
ent 
terns. 
slature next year and for authority to use the 
assets of ifornia to form our own 
pool with respect to breaches of fiducia 
Now, kinds of breaches are only what you would 
r to be breaches of the normal negligence standards. They 
do not, we would not , indemnificat such 
as llful and wanton misconduct. Those kinds of things 
s of risk that pension systems are simp going to 
to take on the own. 
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7 
d 1 to 's our 
Do 
a few more to 
and fics of the Judges' 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: I will be a ing a question or two. 
want me to now or Mr. Hacker? 
MR. CONRAD: Whatever you prefer, Senator. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Let's hear from Mr. Hacker. 
Before Mr. Hacker comes, me this opportunity to 
introduce the staff here. 
To my right is the Chief Consultant to this Committee, a 
valuable asset to the Committee, Mr. Dave Felderstein. 
To my le is Mary Secretary to the 
Committee. 
I love to a 
at the piano. She's a court 
staff. 
refer to Evelyn Mizak as the lady 
, but 's also a member of 
And standing there, guarding the door, is our Sergeant 
at Arms, Ken Johnson. 
that, Mr. I 
MR. HACKER: very much. 
ttee , I we s to present some 
formation to you today. 
Mr. Conrad has provided an overview of some of the 
System's concerns. I'm going to a 1 more speci c and 
talk about the condition of the fund, provide some background 
about the Judges' Retirement System, and so forth, and 
1 
II li 
11 
'I 
li 
!I II 
,I 
II II 
s 
II 
II ret 
II 
ll 
II 
e 
8 
the fits are and 
rements. 
s' Fund was es i , or 
ished 1937 by the Act 
s' Retirement Fund Act. And a tern of 
f s Super Court j , Distr Courts of 
s, and the Supreme Court. In 1941, 
j s were brought uri 
1\ In 
II 
, the Governor, 
!Treasurer's Of had responsibil 
.I II 
,I 
II 
II 
I 
Fund, and the administration of the Fund was 
1 of the General Fund. An development 
1979, when the administrative responsibility for JRS 
.I was transferred to the PERS Board of Administration. 
, to 1951, 's relative little information as 
l 
II ~I 
II II II 
II 
II 
ll 
II I 
H 
li 
I' d II !I 
" 
s of members covered dol s involved. 
we in 1951, Fund had a ba of a million 
llars. 
'm to make if re to our testimony 
ttee I'll to be if so 
can 
950 s saw rece s of 
exceed the disbursements, and so trend was very 
the Fund was By 961, , that trend 
so that Fund balance began 1 ing. In 1967, the 
I and what occurred is the first General Fund 
ion in 1967 of just over $300,000 That augmentation 
lly, 1985 $10 million. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
I 
II 
I j!to 1960, 
Now, s is an 
1 of an 8% 
was 
9 
to state's 
rate. So, from 1937 
From '61 to '67, 
I 
changed, and by '67 the Fund was defunct and it was a pay-
II as-you-go system. 
II 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: We're about the benefits now? 
MR. HACKER: Benefits exceeding the receipts to the 
tern. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Why did that happen? 
MR. HACKER: The number of retirees growing. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Living longer. 
MR. HACKER: Living longer, and then the number of 
13 retirees growing a lot faster than the number of incumbent judges 
18 
19 
24 
28 
I 
I 
I· 
'I 
II 
r ,j 
paying into the System. 
As a partial solution to s funding problem, the 
judges' contribution rates have been changed a couple of times. 
In 1962, the judges' rate changed from 2~% to 4%, and then 
1964, the rate was increased to 8%, which is the current rate. 
employer also contributes 8%, and court fees, filing fees 
and Municipal Courts add another 4%, and 's 
current rate System. 
ion I made reference to in 1985, the 
1$10.4 million, that's going to double each five years up until 
!the year 2000. We have a projection on Attachment C that gives a 
l
l good indication of what the General Fund obligation will 
!become. It's a multiplier effect that is fairly dramatic. 
I 
II II 
1 
s 
1 
a 
10 
CRAIIDA..AN DEDDEH: Can you us the 1 f ? In 
do ect, $25 llion? 
MR HACKER: Well, 1985, total di sements 
are just over $30 11 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: What is the state's ion to 
? 
MR. HACKER: augmentation is about 10~ million. 
t to the 7 11 state a 
contribution, an 8% contr 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: the year 1995, if I read s 
, we're look at between $48-50 11 state 
MR. HACKER: That will be the extra appropriation, s, 
You , Senator , the reasons for this 
inally, back 1951, when we accurate records, 
at Chart B now, the number of judicial positions 
was 312. The number of retired judges was two dozen. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Give me that again? 
MR. HACKER: The f t line on Chart B number 
it at just over 300 judie 1 i 
of retirees, two dozen. So, the retired population is 
8% of the total judges' 
If take a look at second page, 1 as 
number of active judges has grown to 1300, which is 
fold multiplier, and the number of rees is in excess 
2 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
11 
13 
18 
28 
I 
I· 
II 
of 2200. So, now we 
so it won't 
status. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: 
11 
41% of 
one out of two j 
's a licy issue. We cannot 
I 
1 quarrel those appointments. 
I MR. HACKER: I can't answer. 
is of a j to the 
, whether IS or Appellate Court? 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Do we have some ion on that? 
I'm sure somebody could answer that later on, but I 
like to get the answer. 
MS. TAYLOR: In 1981, the average was 44 years. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: All 
MR. HACKER: A couple of other significant events, 
current situation is that I Senator, that have contributed to 
IJ to 1959, 
II 
1 50%. With the passage of 
maximum bene payable to a retired judge was 
slation in 1959, the maximums were 
up to 75% for a judge with 20 years of service and 65% 
ss 20 of service. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: ten of service qualify 
MR. HACKER: Yes, s 
so, survivor were broadened. Beginning 
1953, judges were permitted to provide for a surviving spouse, 
I 
1 and 1959, 1 entitled were 
j to half pay, half of the judge's allowance. 
II II 
II 
II I, 
II 
enti 
had 
and we do 
measure 
is something 
re 
was carr 
Senate il 838, 
of 
to f 
is 
s 
un liabili as of June 30 of last 
11 's as specif 
actuar 1 evaluat that was 
as an attachment 
G. 
your test 
Coates, 
ast 
, too. t's 
12 
was 
& 
I S 
recommend a total contr 
of payroll would 
by year 2002. And if 
rate of 80 and 
to find an 
current employer 
contribution rates are not increased, then the 
11 a 
As far as di il 
System go, to 1959, a j was entitled 
dis il retirement only if he qualified for service 
both the age and irements. 
would only be ent for a pension based on the 
f years s on the bench. 
Current now, a j s excess of two years of 
is eligib for a disability retirement of 65%. And if 
20 or more of s would be a 75% 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Two years of 
li that be someth 
, retirement on 
happened to the 
6 
7 
9 
1 
18 
,, 
II li ,, 
you 
dur 
was not 
two years or two 
MR. HACKER: 
was not a re 
rement. If 
be no 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: 
some 
11 I 
Is 
MR. HACKER: 
s 
quest 
I CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: ~~Commission. As 
a 
1, 
s 
II MR. FELDERSTEIN: 
,, s 1 can to 
II 
II 
? 
II 
II 
II 
.MR. HACKER 
of j 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: ,, 
'I two years. 
I 
II 
I 
a il s 
13 
o a 
wa 
1 to 65%? 
f or 
of a 
was a of , 
you're tell me, if I 
to , knowing 
, two , and under your 
two , as I brought 
ss I to 
? 
, Senator, I 
a to answer 
I m a advance of 
, I will answer 
not true if the 
j re , 's no 
s correct. If i is a 
is no 
concern is 
h or with her to the 
was one could take 
14 
of waiting iod, tv10 
one c d lity. That's not a 1 
f we assume Munic j and I don't know 
sa is, 62,000, whatever start sa is --
's a chunk of money to be 
All r 
MR. HACKER: Senator Deddeh, as of 1, 
were 48 judges active rece 1 
the total s al is 
0, so provides an of $4,000 month to the 
judge. And the accumulated value of such a monthly 
somewhere between $800-900,000 for life 
for the normal life expectancy, assuming no survivor 
its, and assuming no cost 1 adjustments. But with a 
cost of living adjustment, would be over a million dol 
On D, there's a comparison of age of 
retirements, of service retirees, to disability retirees, 
average age for a service retirement is age 67; the 
ge age for a disability retirement is age 59. And the life 
for disabled judge at 59 is 15 years. 
st age we for a d retirement 
was age 39, and judge had two serv , 
requirement, and the least amount of service was three 
at age 59. And graphs on Charts D, E F reflect 
comparisons between average amounts of service average 
rement age, and a comparison between two of 
7 
9 
10 
ll 
2 
3 
4 
5 
7 
18 
21 
23 
25 
27 
28 
Per 
JRS, 
not 
wou 
15 
actual s 
ss on 
ss Just make 
, the e tive date is 
ss s State, 
State JRS, I System, of 
j IS name is retirement roll. 
of s mak payments and is 
the process. 
There been 18 cases we're aware of where 
of the incumbent j 
sability retirement became 
to 
after 
date 
!VfR. FELDERSTEIN: 
li a 
MR. HA.CKER: 
the 
1, 
to the death bene 
be 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: I 
case 
di a 
MR. HACKER: I'm sure 
process, Senator. 
f comment 
is purpose of that, of 
judge? 
would be 
options available to 
enters 
to 
isn't 
earn 
i 
? 
decision 
test 's 
s 
sed 
Just a 
on the di judge. A disabled judge under age 70 is 
an test, is to submit earnings s to 
rernent , and we acce s 
's to ver those 
are two retired j s on disab 
earn s to 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: How do we 
re rernent? 
. HACKER: We have 48. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: 
relat 
HACKER: 
to their earn 
's correct, sir. 
and 
? 
FELDERSTEIN: , is there any 
now 
not about 
HACKER: We have no of 
1 
1 
t 
16 
status 
are on 
under 
? 
earnings 
're If 're avai le through the 
sure 
Te wou 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: 
that a ret 
rtment, be 
occurs, an offset. 
to he me out on that. 
se 
performs a 
you make reference 
1 capac , or 
nvestrnents? f are v.1e 
? 
MR. HACKER: a emp 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: stments and 1 would 
2 
4 
5 
6 
7 
9 
10 
13 
14 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
27 
28 
no 
17 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: But if a ret j were to 
or to someone $40 500 an , or 
1 wou i the earn test? 
MR. HACKER: Yes, would be limited to 75% of the 
sa , a 
earnings test 
1 , on 
of legis 
But 
after age 70. 
7 of 
that became 
w s 
two tlements or 
to age 70: there 
, is a listing of 
in 1985. These don't 
in necessarily to disability, but they do have an affect on 
Judges' Retirement System. 
Senator cone s remarks. or 
. Conrad or myself would be happy to answer any questions you 
have. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: I 
you've answered them in 
one more ques d 
two or three questions, but I 
process of your testimony. I 
at PERS, for instance, 
a disability evaluation for the Commission if you were 
to do so on a case-by-case basis? Would you be able to do 
MR. HACKER: I'll 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: As 
upon t. 
Mr. 
MR. CONRAD: Out of all of the 
, Senator 
t end of the stick. 
answer that question. 
so-called 
ings that we do to 
, that's the 
18 
t 1 our 
nose disabil ion process --
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: If you were requested by 
4 i sion, wou be le to do ? Would want to 
? 
MR. CONRAD: I suspect our would not interested 
doi it. I'm not forec the poss il , but I ink 
real lem would standa s. 
As you know from hearing sta, real 
is descr the job and having i job standards 
a disability lication can be reviewed and 
med 1 testimony can be al That's 
all of groups within PERS, and that would 
case with the judges. 
I th a prerequisite to a more rational disability 
ss and I'm waiting to hear how the process s 
don't c im to know anything about it -- but we think one 
to a more rational disability process for any system 
to very ific job descriptions and standards. 
's extreme diff t to do with respect to the 
s. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: , you're next. 
MR. HACKER: I I stole all Terry's comments. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Be I call on next witness, 
is ty to also thank the State Compensation 
Fund for mak ility available to us for this 
ing. 
19 
1 1 now we 1 tness 
2 s on 
3 
Mr. 
5 MR. FRANKEL: Senator of the 
f of s Performance 
1 i, we are to 
s as 
9 matters. I'll happy to 
assist the Committee in any that we can and to cooperate 
1 any to 
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to 
out percentages. And then you mentioned 48 judges that are 
disability? That's 48 judges out of how many that are sitting 
the bench right now? 
MS. TAYLOR: I bel 
is close to 1700. 
the current number of si t.ting 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: What would the percentage be? 
MR. FELDERSTEIN: There's 1300. 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: If there's 48 out of 1300, what would 
percentage be? 
MS. TAYLOR: Approximately 7%. 
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It seems to me, after having reviewed what I have 
understood about the Judges' System, and what I've seen from 
I 
Coates, Herfurth & England through PERS, that there are at least 
lfour or five suggestions we would make to you about the Judges' 
,jdisabili ty program. 
I One would deal with the determination of disability. 
lUnder the current system, the Commission on Judicial Performance ~~makes this determination. 
11 Those of us who look at local government and the 
ld. b'l' f 1 . h 1 1 1 1sa 1 1ty programs o ten comp a1n t at oca government uses the 
I 
!disability program as a personnel tool. Rather than deal with a 
!!problem employee, they ship the individual out on disability. 
II 
J! 
i/You know from your Chula Vista hearings what a sensitive point 
H qthat was. 
!! 
:I 
Is that not also the case here, where not that the :I li 
!!commission is the employer, but they have the assignment of 
'I 
!bringing disciplinary actions against judges, an action that 
,, 
II 
j\obvi ously is a black mark on the bench. 
!I 
'I 
:'! 
ll 
d 
I think it's inappropriate that the tool, then, is 
'!available to this same Commission to put the individual, instead 
iof bringing a charge of disciplinary action, to bring or to agree 
:I 
'I :
1
to a disability retirement. I think there's a conflict there. 
1\ My proposal would be, or at least something to think 
llabout, is a model that comes from, I believe, Oregon. There the 
II 
!!determination is a medical determination. There are three 
!\doctors appointed by the Governor who review the applicant for 
1! 
!/disability retirement and then recommend to the Governor. 
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at t it 
Jl My second point deal with level of bene t. 
J\rt 1 s a 65% disability benefit under the Judges' System. If you 
II 
l~tay as a judge 10 years, you get 65% through a regular 
~service retirement, deferred retirement as it were. Only after 
i! 
I' 1!two years, though, of serving on 
II ~~his 65% benefit. That sounds 1 
II 
bench, you can already claim 
an incentive to me, perhaps. 
I' d It would be less of an incentive if the benefit were 
II 
" 'I iJlower, if it were, for example, a 50% ·benefit. That's what a lot 
it )~f states offer under the disabil programs, and there is 
li 
lj ~~vidence, certainly for the higher paid employees such as the 
II 
li 
!!judges represent, that 50% of their income upon retirement --
11 I! 
[1
1
that' s at least the statistics from President's Commission on 
i! 
!!Retirement -- is sufficient to allow them to maintain their 
II 
!!standard of living. 
I ,I 
!I We would see out of this 50%, which we're recommending 
n 
jjto you, that there would be offsets either for Social Security 
II 
il 
\!that been public contributed to, or whatever other 
•I i! 
!)fund. 
il 
In , we say earn , outs 
, would obvious also offset this amount due under the 
24 isability program. 
The third point I would make is, there ought to be some 25 
26 sort of periodic medical review. Again, I'm looking at my 
27 experience of other retirement systems. The Auditor General has 
28 
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stated that under PERS, STRS and si Retirement 
2 System, there is inadequate review once a disability award is 
3 made. Persons are often able to return to work, and indeed, 
4 medical review would allow these persons to go off of the 
5 disability roll and back into active employment. 
6 The fourth point I would make is the one that Judge 
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Schwartz made, that there ought to be some sort of pre-screening 
on judges. If you're going to be a civil service employee for 
the State of California, you have to meet a medical standard. 
The Highway Patrol, for example, which has had rising disability 
costs, has instituted this same kind of test at least to try to 
preempt the future disabilitant. I think it's in the interest of 
the system and probably in the interest of the individual as 
11. 
I'm sure that's not all the points. Mr. Frankel raised 
a lot of issues that got me thinking: Why did the Commission's 
ruling on those six judges not hold up in court, or only held up 
in one of the six cases? There must be something there further 
you would need if you're really going to take on this issue 
future legislation. 
But, I would offer for your consideration certainly 
four points that I have made. 
Let me address one thing before you ask me the question 
about whether or not SB 838 should be the vehicle. 
I've been around Sacramento long enough to know that 
group such as mine is able to have some leverage when a 
fit bill comes along, then our reforms somehow never quite 
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sents some sort of here t 
SB 838. 
't care is literal , 
SB 838, but I would suggest that you double jo 
''· other 
1
1SSUe, 
11 that you would carry to address this disability 
Thank you. 
II 
!1 Again, to all of you here present, I owe you a deep 
!I II gratitude, and publicly I'd like to thank the Examiner for 
ill b . . h . . ' 1 k . . h I r1ng1ng t lS to our attent1on. We re oo 1ng 1nto t at, not 
CHAIRMAN DEDDEH: Very well done. Thank you very much. 
II just because of that article, because this was in the mind of 
I some of us a long time ago, but I'm glad the Examiner came forth 
I brought it faster, probably, to our attention. And so to all 
you, my personal debt of gratitude to Senator Torres for being 
, to my sta 
I Now I think 's that magic time for us to break, and 
II 
11 thank you again. 
I
I 
These proceedings are adjourned. 
I 
I' 
li 
,I II 
I 
II 
" II 
\I 
(Thereupon this Interim Hearing of 
the Senate Committee on Public Employment 
and Retirement was adjourned at approx-
12:15 P.M.) 
--ooOoo--
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I, EVELYN MIZAK, a State of 
Cali ia, certi 
I am a disinteres ; that. 
on D 1 ts for 
Retirement System, by Senate Employment and 
Retirement Committee, was reported in shorthand by me, Evelyn 
Mizak, and thereafter transcribed into typewriting. 
I further certify that I am not of counsel or attorney 
any of to said , nor any way interested 
in the outcome of said hearing. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
day of November, 1985. 
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